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RESULTS
'Progression' refers to two consecutive negative regres sion slopes, and 'no progression' refers to the absence of two consecutive negative slopes, worsening at the p<0.05
level. 'Improvement' refers to two consecutive positive regression slopes significant at the p<0.05 level. A sum mary of the results is given in Ta bles I and II.
lt will be seen that there was no signiticant difference in the false positive and false negative errors between the two groups, suggesting equal performance skills. The patients in the two groups had a similar number of analysable fields ( 'Progression' means one or more locations with two or more consecutive negative regression slopes. 'No progression' means no locations with signifi cant negative regression slopes. False negative, false positive and fixation losses were calculated from the last recorded value for each eye. "Taken from the average of the second and third mean deviations for each eye.
There was no significant difference between visual field change in the two groups despite a significant difference in lOP (Table II) . In glaucomatous eyes the test-retest variability pre cludes useful analysis of a sequence of two (or even three)
fields.4• 1 3, 1 4 Performance does improve with practicel4-IX for in many cases change may reflect only regression to the mean. 1 9 .20 For the patients reported on here, improve- where the importance of visual loss occurring at the higher normal lOPs has been stressed (up to 73%37). However, it is of interest to note that not all studies confirm this.38
The results obtained with a computer-assisted per imeter could not identify differences attributable to lOP differences between groups. The Friedman analyser mark I is a simple machine, testing a small part of the visual field. The separation of test locations and the simple test strategy (using three isopters-threshold, 0.4 log units below threshold and 'absolute' defects) make it unlikely that it was a more sensitive test than the Humphrey per imeter. Changes between the groups could be seen on
Friedman analysis by 24 months into the study.39 It seems likely that using the appropriate test strategy. with the pre cautions outlined above. computer-assisted perimetry would identify deterioration even sooner.
